REMARKS 

Claims 17-18 and 21-24, as amended, and new claims 25-38, are pending in 
this application for the Examiner's review and consideration. Claims 1-16 have been 
canceled without prejudice. Claim 1 7 has been amended to incorporate the features of 
claims 19-20. Accordingly, claims 19-20 have been canceled. New claims 25-30, 32, and 
35-38 incorporate features of canceled claims 1-16. New claim 3 1 recites that brazing 
material is applied to the headers by thermal spraying (See, e.g., Specification, page 7, lines 
27-28). New claim 33 recites that tube is a flat tube (See, e.g., Specification, page 7, lines 26- 
27). New claim 34 recites that the thermal spraying is performed on a tube mill (See, e.g., 
Specification, page 7, lines 26-27). No new matter has been added by way of these 
amendments, such that their entry at this time is warranted. 

Applicant appreciates the Examiner's recognition that claim 20 contains 
allowable subject matter. Accordingly, claim 17 has been amended to incorporate the 
features of claim 20. 

Claims 1-3, 8-19, and 21-23 were rejected under the doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting overclaims 1-5, 9, and 15-16 of U.S. Patent No. 6,530,514 for the 
reasons recited on pages 2-3 of the Office Action. Claims 1-5, 8-1 1, and 13-16 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,837,388 to Doko et al. 
("Doko") for the reasons recited on pages 3-4 of the Office Action. Claims 1-5 and 7 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,156,134 to 
Shimizu et al. ("Shimizu") for the reasons recited on page 4 of the Office Action. Claims 1 7 
and 23-24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
5,704,423 to Letrange ("Letrange") for the reasons recited on pages 4-5 of the Office Action. 
Claims 17 and 23 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 5,765,634 to Martins ("Martins") for the reasons recited on page 5 of the Office Action. 
Claim 6 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over Shimizu in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,198,068 to Lindstrom ("Lindstrom") for the reasons recited on page 6 of 
the Office Action. 

These rejections are all rendered moot due to the amendment of claim 17. 
Also, all other claims depend from claim 17. Therefore, all of the claims are now in 
condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully requests that all of the rejections be 
reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Accordingly, all claims are believed to be in condition for allowance, early 
notification of which would be appreciated. Should the Examiner not agree, then a personal 



CHI:1508460.1 



5 



or telephone interview is respectfully requested to discuss and resolve any remaining issues 
to allowance of this application. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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Matthew R. Osenga 
For: Allan A. Fanucci 
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